Reviews.
[J uly, XI.--The Controversy on Disposal of the Dead.1 I.
The long list of books, essays, and papers that lie before us at this moment testifiy to the interest that is now felt on the subject of the disposal of the dead. In the controversy that has been and that is still being waged varied combatants present themselves.
The hardy man of science and the studious divine, the enthusiastic layman and the sympathetic laywoman?indeed, we might include in the controversy all who expect to be disposed of after death without greatly perverting the history of our time in relation to the question that lies before us.
The II.
To commence with the Hindoo system?that is to say, with the mode of cremation in its natural home?we read the following facts :
??The body is dressed in its best garments, and, after being decorated with flowers, is placed in the sitting posture, and is surrounded with piles of wood, the richer classes using the scented sandal-wood.
Then, if the deceased be a noble or native magnate of some parts of India, the heir first breaks open the skull of the corpse with a hatchet (to make sure, we presume, that the assumed dead man shall not be burned alive), after which he (the heir) lights the funeral Pyre. If there be sufficient wood, and the wood is a good fuelwood, and has been artistically arranged, nothing offensive is presented to either the sense of smell or of vision. The devouring element rapidly envelopes the different faggots until the whole is a mass of blaze, giving the beholder a very vivid idea that the "rite" of suttee could not have entailed a very painful or prolonged death.
[July, [July?
the criticism of the neighbourhood (both on such an occasion equally out of place) j but, arrived at the cemetery, the body will wait in the mortuary chapel attached to it with those who are to be present at its interment. These, having been informed of the death, will go and return, as their desires, affections, or respect for the dead impel them. The assembly will be in the chapel, and at the grave-side only, where the mourners, men and women (for since there is to be no public-display both may go), will find the trellissed coffin 011 its bier?garnished and beautified by loving hands?awaiting them. Not a word of our burial service will be omitted, though more may be said in the chapel and less at the grave-side, and then all will be over.
There will be no reunion at the house of death. The conventional feast will not be spread. The formal reading of the will will be at the office of the legal adviser of the family on a day appointed for the purpose; and the inmates of the house of mourning will return to it and be allowed to remain undisturbed.
Next day every one will to his business.'"
In the article on the disposal of the dead in the 'Popular Science Beview/ to which reference has once before been made, the author holds a similar opinion to that which has been quoted from Mr. Seymour Haden. lie insists that " it Avould be vain to construct the best burial-ground if the present system of enclosing the dead in coffins of wood or iron or lead were to continue. The coffin should be nothing more than an easily destructible shroud, in which the mortal remains may be concealed from view until they are deposited in the earth. The present coffin is after the mode of an Egyptian sarcophagus, and is probably an imitation of that receptacle. In the form of this receptacle there is nothing objectionable, and if the popular taste wills that it shall be maintained, so be it. But the structure must be so modified that the instant the body is placed in the earth it shall either be in direct contact with the surrounding earthy matter or shall be separated from it by some simple organic material that is easily and rapidly destroyed. The They observed that during the whole of this time there was no trace of deleterious exhalation from the decomposing body; and they further observed that moisture from rain did not materially modify the destructive process. In commenting on this experiment he author adds that he had confirmed it on a smaller scale, and that the had the authority of Dr. Stenhouse for stating that peat charcoal would answer for the same purpose, and that the reduction of the substance to a state of fine division is not necessary.
Since the above-named proposition was made in 1855 the system advocated has many times been carried out, and we believe with success.
The difficulties of its extension have arisen from the cir- 
